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Hypotheses		 H01:	There	is	no	statistically	significant	relationship	between	suburban	elementary	school	parents’	perceptions	of	the	degree	to	which	they	are	incorporated	into	school	life	and	their	inclination	to	report	a	bullying	incident	to	a	school	administrator.			 H02:	There	is	no	statistically	significant	relationship	between	suburban	elementary	school	parents’	perceptions	of	the	school’s	academic	climate,	including	their	satisfaction	with	the	overall	instructional	quality,	and	their	inclination	to	report	a	bullying	incident	to	a	school	administrator.			 H03:	There	is	no	statistically	significant	relationship	between	suburban	elementary	school	parents’	perceptions	of	the	degree	to	which	the	school’s	communications	and	administrative	efforts	are	open,	honest,	sincere,	and	fair	and	their	inclination	to	report	a	bullying	incident	to	a	school	administrator.					
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Significance	of	the	Study		 Throughout	the	world,	bullying	creates	an	unsafe	learning	environment	for	many	students,	and	victimization	at	the	hands	of	a	bully	has	serious	lifelong	social,	emotional,	and	academic	consequences	(Hampel,	Manhal,	&	Hayer,	2009;	Juvonen,	Wang,	&	Espinoza,	2011;	Otieno	&	Choongo,	2010;	Nansel,	Overpeck,	&	Pilla,	2007;	Kim,	Catalano,	Haggerty,	&	Abbott,	2011;	Olweus,	2011;	Bonanno	&	Hymel,	2010;	Heilbron	&	Prinstein,	2010).	In	fact,	examples	of	student	suicides	that	are	tied	to	severe	bullying	have	been	publicized	in	the	United	States,	as	well	as	in	other	countries	(Copeland,	Wolke,	Angold,	&	Costello,	2013;	Farrington	&	Ttofi,	2011).	Moreover,	research	on	the	backgrounds	of	41	school	shooters	reveals	that	having	been	bullied	is	an	experience	these	perpetrators	tend	to	have	in	common	(Vossekuil,	Fein,	Reddy,	Borum,	&	Modzeleski,	2002).			 It	has	been	acknowledged	that	a	comprehensive	approach	involving	school	personnel	and	families	is	required	to	effectively	address	school	bullying	(Rose,	Nickerson,	&	Stormont,	2015).	However,	school	administrators	need	to	first	be	aware	of	bullying	incidents	in	their	school	to	assist	victimized	students	and	create	and	implement	appropriate	school-wide	interventions	and	prevention	programs.	If	we	don’t	know	what	is	going	on,	how	can	we	react?			 Research	shows	that	the	longer	children	are	victimized,	the	harder	it	is	for	them	to	free	themselves	from	bullies	and	the	greater	the	chance	that	they	will	experience	adverse	effects	(Oliver	&	Candappa,	2007).	Although	schools	encourage	students	to	tell	someone	about	bullying,	many	students	are	reluctant	to	reveal	their	victimization,	and	younger	children	in	particular	are	more	likely	to	tell	a	parent	than	
			 6	
a	teacher	(Holt	et	al.,	2009).	Parents	require	the	skills	and	knowledge	provided	through	school	anti-bullying	programs	to	help	their	children	escape	from	victimization	and	cope	with	their	experiences.	Parents	also	need	to	develop	confidence	in	their	child’s	school	administration	and	trust	that	the	school	will	work	with	them	to	help	their	child.	Therefore,	gaining	an	understanding	of	factors	such	as	school	climate,	which	is	potentially	related	to	a	parent’s	willingness	to	come	forward	and	assist	his	or	her	child,	is	essential	in	efforts	to	ameliorate	bullying.	
Limitations	of	the	Study		 The	following	are	the	limitations	of	the	study:	1. Participants	include	parents	of	kindergarten	through	fifth	grade	students	in	a	single	elementary	school.	2. Participants	were	asked	to	self-report	whether	they	would	or	would	not	report	bullying	to	an	administrator	as	opposed	to	what	they	did	or	did	not	do	in	a	real-life	situation.	3. This	study	was	conducted	in	a	small	school	district;	therefore,	the	participants	included	all	107	parents	or	sets	of	parents	of	elementary	school-age	students.	Although	the	sample	size	diminished	because	of	a	less-than	100%	response	rate,	the	researcher	expected	a	large	number	of	surveys	to	be	returned	(approximately	60%)	based	on	the	high	response	rate	the	district	has	experienced	in	the	past	3	years	for	the	New	Jersey	School	Climate	Survey.		4. The	New	Jersey	School	Climate	Parent	Survey	is	only	one	of	many	potential	survey	possibilities.	The	use	of	a	different	survey	may	have	led	to	different	results.	This	survey	was	chosen	because	a	New	Jersey	School	Climate	Survey		
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is	administered	each	year	to	every	family	in	the	district,	regardless	of	its	use	in	the	current	study.	Added	to	the	parent	version	of	the	survey	for	the	present	study	are	four	bullying	questions	and	six	demographic	questions.	5. The	use	of	a	convenience	sample	as	opposed	to	use	of	random	sampling	may	have	impacted	the	ability	to	generalize	the	study.		6. Because	of	time	constraints,	the	surveys	were	administered	at	a	particular	time	of	the	year.	Administering	these	at	a	different	time	may	have	impacted	the	results	(i.e.,	the	results	could	have	been	impacted	by	“senioritis”	at	the	end	of	the	school	year).	7.	Parents	of	New	Jersey	students	are	provided	with	information	and	training	on	the	New	Jersey	Anti-Bullying	Bill	of	Rights	(Hu,	2011).	This	may	have	impacted	the	ability	to	generalize	the	results	to	parents	in	other	states.	8. The	researcher	served	as	the	supervisor	of	special	services	for	the	district	in	which	the	research	was	conducted.	As	one	of	four	district	administrators,	the	researcher	is	“a	familiar	face”	to	some	parents.	Knowledge	that	a	district	employee	is	conducting	the	study	for	her	doctoral	dissertation	may	have	served	as	an	inducement	for	parents	to	participate.	However,	it	was	not	expected	to	bias	participants’	responses	or	place	pressure	on	them	to	partake	in	the	current	study.		9. The	study	instrument	was	designed	so	that	participants’	anonymity	would	not	be	compromised.	The	instrument	consists	of	the	New	Jersey	School	Climate	Parent	Survey,	four	questions	concerning	parents’	inclination	to	
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Definition	of	Terms		 All	vocabulary	used	in	the	present	study	that	may	be	have	been	used	in	a	unique	way	are	defined	below:	Bullying	–	A	form	of	aggressive	behavior	in	school-age	children	and	adolescents	in		 which	the	bully	intentionally	inflicts	harm,	distress,	or	fear	on	his	or	her		 victim.	These	unwanted	negative	interactions	happen	repeatedly	and	involve		 a	perceived	or	real	imbalance	of	power	or	strength	(Olweus,	1993).		Victimization	–	Receipt	of	aggressive	acts.	School	climate	–	“School	climate	refers	to	the	quality	and	character	of	school	life.		 School	climate	is	based	on	patterns	of	students’,	parents’	and	school		 personnel’s	experience	of	school	life	and	reflects	norms,	values,		 interpersonal	relationships,	teaching	and	learning	practices,	and		 organizational	structures”	(National	School	Climate	Center,	2016,	p.	1).	Social–ecological	theory	–	Originated	as	a	means	of	conceptualizing	the	dynamic		 interrelationship	among	personal	and	environmental	factors.	Psychologist		 Kurt	Lewin’s	“A	Dynamic	Theory	of	Personality:	Selected	Papers”	(1935)
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Domain N Mean Median Mode Standard 
Deviation 
Skewness 
Parental	Support	and	Engagement	 67	 37.51	 37.00	 38	 4.391	 -.778	Teaching	and	Learning	 67	 44.12	 40.00	 38	 13.585	 4.440	Relationships	 67	 46.27	 47.00	 43	 5.395	 -.336			 The	mean	score	for	the	parental	support	and	engagement	domain	was	37.51,	the	median	was	37.00,	the	mode	was	38,	and	the	standard	deviation	was	4.391.	Skewness	was	-.778.	The	mean	score	for	the	teaching	and	learning	domain	was	44.12,	the	median	was	40.00,	the	mode	was	38,	and	the	standard	deviation	was	13.585.	Skewness	was	4.440.	The	mean	score	for	the	relationships	domain	was	
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46.27,	the	median	was	47.00,	the	mode	was	43,	and	the	standard	deviation	was	5.395.	Skewness	was	-.336.		 Table	3	shows	the	descriptive	statistics	for	Part	II	of	the	survey,	which	consists	of	the	four	bullying	questions.			Table	3:	Descriptive	Statistics	for	Part	II	of	the	Survey	




67	 .99	 1.00	 1	 .122	 -8.185	
Q	2.	If	my	child	were	to	be	verbally	bullied	at	school	or	at	a	school	sponsored	activity,	I	would	…	
67	 .84	 1.00	 1	 .373	 -1.855	
Q.	3	If	my	child	were	to	be	relationally	bullied	at	school	or	at	a	school	sponsored	activity,	I	would	…	
67	 .82	 1.00	 1	 .386	 -1.712	
Q	4.	If	my	child	were	to	be	bullied	through	electronic	means	such	as	a	computer	or	cellular	phone	(cyber-bullied),	I	would	…	
67	 .97	 1.00	 1	 .171	 -5.653	





Question N Mean Median Mode Standard 
Deviation 






Domain N Pearson r R2 Sig (2-tailed) Parental	Support	and	Engagement	 67	 .320	 .10	 .008	Teaching	and	Learning	 67	 .207	 .04	 .093	Relationships	 67	 .242	 .06	 .049			 The	correlation	between	the	parent	support	and	engagement	domain	and	the	total	bullying	score	was	.320	(r	=	.320,	N	=	67,	p	=	.008).	This	correlation	was	moderately	weak	and	positive	and	was	statistically	significant	at	the	.05	level	of	significance.	The	coefficient	of	determination	(r2)	was	.10,	which	means	that	10%	of	the	total	bullying	score	can	be	explained	by	the	parent	support	and	engagement	domain	score.	The	correlation	between	the	teaching	and	learning	domain	and	the	total	bullying	score	was	.207	(r	=	.207,	N	=	67,	p	=	.093).	This	correlation	was	not	statistically	significant	at	the	.05	level	of	significance.	The	coefficient	of	determination	(r2)	was	.04,	which	means	that	4%	of	the	total	bullying	score	can	be	explained	by	the	teaching	and	learning	domain	score.	The	correlation	between	the	
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relationships	domain	and	the	total	bullying	score	was	.242	(r	=	.242,	N	=	67,	p	=	.049).	This	correlation	was	weak	and	positive	and	statistically	significant	at	the	.05	level	of	significance.	The	coefficient	of	determination	(r2)	was	.06,	which	means	that	6%	of	the	total	bullying	score	can	be	explained	by	the	relationships	domain	score.			 Table	6	shows	the	correlation	between	the	responses	to	each	of	the	demographic	questions	and	the	total	bullying	score.			Table	6:	Correlation	between	Responses	to	Demographic	Questions																			and	Total	Bullying	Score		


























































































New Jersey School Climate Parents Survey (2014). New Jersey Department of 










































































   Survey Instrument 
 	
			 78	
					
			 79	
					
			 80	
	
				
			 81	
		
			
			 82	
		
			
			 83	
			
		
			 84	
			
		
